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■q? WI % jcF? 

19 2010 cp 3TT^I cf> 1TCTT ^ Mft?I 3TW^ c£f TT^taTT ^ foR MKfcflq ’TrTT ^IRT 

,(M£t) 10 2010 ^ I 


2. <f^Ri TT^cT Vtffr wff % %§ % fc^f 3TTO^ Mfal 

TrRJ (M^) 3 9TRT TOTT cf5t fWrtf ^ ^ 19 2010 

^ ^SJT^'TTf^fcp^aiT I "a? 3TJ^?T 16 2010 T^T TTTTT TT. 51 ^ 3ErPtcT *TR?f % TN^ ^ 

srf^^cT f^TT TO aiT I 


3.1. f^TO 19 ^h^ 2010%^te^cT>3TT^T%TM 10 TT^ 2010 

% 3FFt cF ii, ft'RfclftsId %3TI TT m&Z ^rf TFta % fcT? ^ 3TI^t ^T%cT 


(i) ' T% ^ fTTRT vTcHTeft 3lk ^cR ^pft ^ ^TcB cR W 4000 ^ 3tR 10,000 c2T 

yftifed €t 

(ii) otr% ^ 3fa ^R wit cjrt gFvr^H gRTcII Mftcf ^Rcl Wl IcT^nt^cI 10% c[fc 

^TTTTO^ft I 

(iii) cfRRRt % y^TH % foR 4 fcTcR ^fcT pH TsRTI TilTO 3R^T1 ^rt£m 

I I 


3.2. xjqjc^ TTg fM ^ 3TKIR TT ^PM ^ ^cTFH I fcp> ^T 3 e^mff afK ^TTRRI 

oTFlcf 3 fRIcJ^ 3 y'g^RI yT ^ W ^TcTI I I % St^TTR ^TT T?F^ %TT[ % 

^ RITT?TtodT c^t cfjTT 3TTcf5T ^PTTI 3^R ^ ^ %cft % feR ^i toTTcfr | 1 3 3IRt 

^ I fo wcq (^ for^s) ^teraiati ?m<?\ tt ?tt?i ffcn Rrod I i 

( 


3.3. TPRW ^ ^ % KRTf ^1 TT^STf TMTl^Td 

^ cm 3Fftr$ tor t I 


4. ^Rl 3FT^ TT^an SMT^I t[ TTl ^ f^, f^W 19 RRcrfr 2010 ^ 3TT^T % 

T{#RT ^OTRT % TTRM #T TT.ffe^T TT Tmt c^ ^ 1 

N 

'(i) cf^ ^T?RT % ^cqT?3?R 3E^ c^f % fc^ ?T : 


W T?FT^fl 2010 cf>T 3TTTO>^- 3TT^?7 (^RTTTPT? RT. 11(iv)) 




[RFT 111—73^4] 


_ to ra wre; ggrggPt ______ 

R>Rd& 2008 c£ 5^eR> RlftcrfM 3 RdR 10,000 dR yftlftR RR 
30dd^d Rrf, <?tR 20 £l ^rf^cf5 ftRRT e#RR RFR RRTTRjR UlflM 
ftft ^Rcft ^ RBRRR ^> feR t .1 3fR j£lr£ftdf % 

3TRRft^fd RFTdR % RB ^RRT1 RcR5 cJTpff % STRRIr RRdtftftdR 
% » #? ftd 3TTRRR RR cj^ch^i ^ R^'TO W1 t I ^ 
RTRST ^ RR H?R % RfTR TpRrTR % RR*d fcp=qT t 1% WTftd 
slgvi^ito dft 10,000 dR RR*£?ffadR ^TtdTR 3?R f^FT 3TTRRR yfaftR 
RBRRR RTR RftRRI I 


J^3). dfc stfR ^RTR RRTRl % feR 10,000 dR RfrfcTR #T 4000 dR 
yfcfftR RR 3TTRd2d Rift 20-20 dR cf?t STRRT RTcft ft>R ftdef cdftrR 
pRt % ydlcH % ^Tdft ft f I ^pp ftftft ft RB RTRI%R fftdT 
ft RTRM RRft RB^RR R[ftRT 100 dR 6TRRT Rlftt RR ydRdftl % 
TfM RRTfeR ftlft, 2008 ft RlftdfM ft yddT RTRftftR RB^RR dR 
R>T 3TURR fft? RTlft ftt SnRRRRRR ft I flftlWI, fttftftt ft 100 dR 
RTOT criofr RRRdft! ft ydTefR % fcTR d^RRR dR fftftfftT R>Rft % 
RTRR ft RRFR yfftdT ft RB R^fftd fftdT RRT RT 1% Rfftt RrTR ft 
RdlfftdftlR WTjfttftftftfiftRft, ftTRftftdRRdft lOOdRaTOJ 
Rftft, 11319 dR ft 12451 dRyfftfcTR dft ftR ft IftRTdR fftdT ft I 

RcR> RRdf 3?tR oft? Rd .^PRR R>lftf ft fftfR RBRRR Rdft % ftdft ft 
BRT ^TteTR ft, ftftft ft Rpftftd fftsftft RRRRlft ft RdRdftt % fft\ T 
dcRTdRRIT RTRdB RR fftftdRT ftt % j ftlrlRIC ftft ftt Jel SlHdl Rft 

^RRT 4 RRRdftt ftt %d? RFRTR 5TRRT R>t £RTR ^ fR #f 
RPtdMRt ^ Rdd fMl ^ RIRdd % 3TRIR 10000 dR gfrlf^R R^ 
J yB^RR dR Rt 25% ^TlftcT R^ RR Wd f^dl RdT dT ! 
RdRdRff tTR 1«HT ^ eft? 3rftR ^ddd RR RWR R>R RTRfcft 
t, c%3ttR ^RTR RRdf % f^ gdxT RBRdR dR 4 50% R^ .1% R^ 
RR Pl u ta fcTRT RRT dl I ft Wen ftrftdt 3TldTR RR RdR> RRdf % ftfR 
12500 dR yftft-1 R?f RBRRR dR 3^R eft? RR ^dTd vJdfldT % ftTR 
6000 dR RftftR R?l RBRRR dR dRT W ^ ^ FT^R^ R^ t I 

(^) RR?raR RftdR # Wf€l RIRT R RR R ftd 

#B ^R ^RRId dcRIdl % ftfR W dR 6000 dR yfdftd 3?R 3FR RrflR 
RRR^ ^fftRdBdR 12500 dR yfxfftR # M % Rfdf^ 1 Mt\ dTRT RB RRTRI: 
4000 dRRl^ftR#? 10000 dRRftftRIRRTftdR^Rtt I 

RRTR df% RRR^ % ftTR 4000 dR yfclftR atlR 10000 dR yftfftR R^f 5TBRRR 
dR HltoRd % RMldftfd t 3 Hdd t ^IR BR^ feTR 20-20 dR RRRT R§t ^R 
ftdel RFlftRT ^RRT ^R%W R?f RR^f t I BRfft ft^ft yT^TRFR RTT^ffl ^ 60- 
60 dR STRRT RrT dt RRRR# M dddld R^Rxl fR ^ dff d^ ^ I Bdft 
ycbRU| ^ fcrfc^T ycf)TR % R^ffR RTrft % RBRRR % ftfR 100 dR RfRcTT R?[ RR5 


1 
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NTcTrfcTcf y$tyf | 


cTRTT wtt 


Cf5t «yy 4 ^ yy ^RTcI ^Rl^f afR 3T^F y*?iy 

wit % fay y>yn: 4000 yy yfafcy 3 ?r 10000 yy yfafcy yyymy msft m 
Tfyfal f ! W^T A 100 yy yyyyyft gTTT efe 3RRy5 yfayy vfa TeT5 
yyyf % ymry ^ te yyyi y-rfar yfay yyyf % yyryy y§t ^ri 
yytfa RRt wff faf y^>fcT 3RF11 l 


(7Q l^jqpi; 



^RT cTMT t fa M£f % ffoircyrarH TTR mm (faM) f^TcT ^|vlt?#T 
yyyf y^ % fay afafa y^g^y Mr #g ymfa 2009 3 in y#rymy gRT 
yfay auyy yy my^ fam t l nyy yyfa 3, inner afR fayj % fay 
M: 4000 yy yftfay a?R 100000 yy yfaffa eft y?my yx 60 yy 
yyyy# % yyfay fa yyfa fafafar fat fa .aft mfafa faM 3 farry fat far 

fat fat ioo yy fat yyymft f i 


fafat fafafafa nfafa afayy^cy> yymy y^y yiy fa faT nyyfa2oio y 
ffafa ffan fa sn I mfa3mryT, infa fa fat3?fa % m fafaRR y ioo 
yy yyyyfat % ffa myu / myrm wi y^y^ yy fat % ffay fafat 
gRT rnffa fa arm yy^ 3rfay yy yyfaf fat aSt tfafa m yitem gRT 
ffafa 30 ffaRR 2009 fa anfa gRT tar yyT m ! my 3yfa ^ ioo yy 
yyyyfat ^y4 yrrfafMiy aryyr fa yy ^ftr yfat fa arm gm? 
fat % ygmy % ffay, my 3yfa y fafa ffay yy yyfa yi ymn: 6000 
yy yffay 3try 12500 yy yfef^y teiRy i?\ yf ! 

yf^ ^ yr^ ny^r ^ « y^ yynn % fery thrifty yyyt 
% nyy yyyyy yyyt yy icpyiy t^yr my §r y? myrfriy, y^f ^fyr yyff cf 
yltylmy ^ yyyf^y yRten y^yiy yyyy^i yyrayl % 
nyyyym yyy yn yyyryyj yyy ^ yry ^yyyyyn yyy yy yyy yny 
^ay y?i my^Tl i 

yyy y^ir, yyyyy Mfty yyy i[ 3y^y y^t ^y yym yyf yry 
yyryy#3irdTt Ifn^r^^yy^-^t^yyf^y^yy^^f^m^y?! 
syyyyyjcrrt I inf^iy, ym yyry yy %y^ yy^yyy tor myT I l 

(ii) cte y y inyy nmyt jfty spy wff ^ ygyyy y?r aro i 

(yr) y ny£l 2Qio yy^y ^yyiyyiyy^(^ymn ii(v )) 

“(v) (y^) yffiyyt nt wnyT yy yyyt % yry y^^yyt yy yyyyy yn^ % 

f^yy ^ y^i y^ I i ^ yyiyr I i^ yt yyyyyfi y^^yy! yy 
yyyyy y>y^ % lory ^f y?I y^ t i ^ yyryi t % yt yyy ?rtf! 
yy^yyi yy yynry y^Mr atR yy^ yyyyyft yj[ 3yy yy^fj % yyyyy 
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% fat? Wfrn cpr wm I I ^ jn^ t Ypft 
#ff 100-100 cR TOTH W?! xftlcT cf§t vjTP? I W eTWI 

m^\ TO t ft> 100 m gicft mfc RYT 40* cp^f? Cf51 cRH 
N TORI Rt ?ft m^RY WIcTRf ^ fcR RlS t I " 

TO TO TO^m RRRT R^Icf FPTT fcF) HWl'$d &RT #, ^ M % 
f^RtfR, m^RY 3?R TO wft % WTO <£f /J^TTO % TO, 

. TRftoWR FTcn t I ^cRrI % WTO % Mm/Yjfafcffi HRl^d 

Mr cj9t mfrftdR mm mT mmm mm wff % wro % forc? tor 
mTYmmt i tor, yrjrr yjrr^ R mtw to 

^ t ^yt ■gfcjm ^ miron RYm mm Yt RcitR wrfm wto 
felR c^Rf t I 

Wim % foR, to ri^itor 3 100-100 mi mm ^ 

#y rt^y ^rrom M mrot mr wm mam t i ftmj wto 
otw 4 mmcR (’terc) mm, f^Y-Rfr mi mm wff % 
wto % mmrn f M RRt 3irm I, Ywrm wff wto 

w Mr mt M tomto ry mrmm tot f % wto ^ f^ ^ 
m mmcft t, w yjr m mfro mrnm MM wm? mm, 
to^tto io%mt wr^ft m Wcftt I 

(m) MRi mm m^mte mm ftm tot? 3 c# w ^ 3fR mm 

R#Y TOT? eft fewtelft TORT:21.70% m*R 31.70% RTmt §R MR 
r 4 3 cftt w » 3 ?r mm r#y tot? mi mm m?i: 40.60% afR 
59.40% qMfM mm I i mwt r wit wyrr mm 25,19,485 
RR (0.7(6000 X 40.60% + 12500 x 59.40%) X 365) rMM M 

I i toy M rr toM .yt 10 % eft ffe mpm w % to 7% rr 
^yrtr mro mk mm wff ^, ^Rfr cm ftmiw jer mm 
27,71,433 mi Mftmfald Ht# t i cte ^ ^mrn totr! mi mm 
11,25,202 mr mk mm wit mT to 16,46,231 i 

(m). mm m^ m^sir mT^m mw TO 

wfr % fcR Mfm TO^m mm ^yt wmm % mm 3tR io% wf 

t m^R m ^ feR M yto-yto mfmm mmt 

grorn ^ mrr^ m Yroft t f ww mm yto t mlf^ 

cf^ty mmm TOm mm qf^mf^id <& ^ t 

wmi mm m??R mpfl % w^mr ^y?% eft m 7 !? mmm 3 ?t 7 jmr^?i "^l 

Y^micfr i 

(m). fcRelTO T 

(i) m^Rt % wro % feR Mer ^ fmtf^T mm % mm ^ 

M€t ^ fciro ^ t I mi wm w 11^ mTOY 12 } ^ 


169 / 
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amr, k kit k yi kt k t fork \3k yrJ ^ 
cFlk kt k^ ki Y? k t I 

(ii) kkY kt Tf 70% ^h 4)PMI 3TWJ k YJT2T X^fi T^tt^ % frpj kkft cfk- 

W 6132 k (0.7 x 24 x 365 = 6132)kk#TYf FfcTT I I wt ^ tjy ^ 
TT^Rft ^T kkr wf-TTO 27.71 cTO kt 5TWI % fk kirk 
10% kt.fk k kkf t, (vrftTT ftkf> 19 2010 k 3ftkT % few 

Yt. 11 (ix) [IS) (iii) 3 fklT TYT t) 5363 Hfkfk ^TcTT I l Wff «fsf qY 
\T^TR?r kt cfk c^k kt ET5IT, kr wtrte'wicl % ^ 3 f^TR fklT 
^TTR eft ^ 60% Hfalfcltf tr$\ | *ltfjfk HITcj^ 70% vSHkPidl k^RT ^7 

t 1 kk fkfo k ^mk wsf TR, kt ^i®4icic¥r k yrh 10 % 

I ^ w k^YT^kkkk^kttfk HWTT Cfft / 

3T%fk^m?rkqkkkttYT^vsqcnsrkff i 

(iii) 'groiifk kkt gRT N^wJ^sf kf fk^T WJT %, 19 ^Hkt 2010 k 3fikT 3 eftF ’ 
^ fYW RTTK 3tR V 3RT kk WTt % fo? cJTfe YEW 3jj'c(?^dl % 
IcRRR k yM ^ k#l k f I 1kkkl9 ^rnft 2010 k 3nkl *t 

YRTY^ WW ^T, ok k ^FfRT WTK 3?R 3HT c^tn Wff #, fR elk 
3 3ToT T T-3TeFl wf\ k 3^Tfc[ (40.60:59.40) 3 BW fkrmT fk^T W 
2T I 


fkftcT 19 ^Hkf 2010 k 3TlkT % kTTJFT YT. ii(ix) (Yk (iii) *t ^ fkfk 
fkm W I (kk ^FT 3TTkl k kl (HI) (cT) k 3TcFfo 3TF 4 kY?YT kgeT 
ten W t) fa ek k ^TTk cA ^TTTTcfRff 357.14 dR kef % 
^Rfk 3T^ ckk wft % TW ^ ^ 744.05 ^ sft \'i\ 

smt ^ ■q ^ \Tjfi7R cfRci t f^> krg ^4 

kf, cktq cTFil % qcT qR kt ^eTTT q 3-kFT RRcT 

YOTT t I Wef 3TcF f T-3?c : r r F wif TT^t % kq YMY4 

3I|cH*q$fll qqikcT epRef Tm 3TeFT-3TcTn YF^t % 3FWT ^Y 

fkfN cTY^TT cflf^Kp ^TTT I 


fkktf 19 Rqkt 2010 % 3rkl ^ SI^TTkcf Y). 2372.12 eTTY3 # kkr 
YTTO 3FTcj^cf>cJT (q^IR^nY) kl ^qRcjSd Y^ 3k q3TR3TTY k Wpl 
<wf\ YFJpt % ^cWfRTT Ykt % S^TTY TY ok 3k 3P^T 

^o?R cTlk % WkeT ck 3k ^TEef % fkYFlk wff 

3 k km wit cf?r k stto y> . 129.00 5^ ^ 3k yf . 77.40 kf 
qfkifkrikk i 3 rmc^jfa wff%Yrk^Rikmkwfi.kYkmwfi 
k kq $ y> . 61.93 eRf kr Yo. 37.18 qf^ kk 1 YRtilk 





[WTII1—W?4] 


: 3 TO]«TR«! 


2010 cM3TWe 


M fan & W *7 £- 3 / 7 E /77 w mtem *rv 100 

tern jite m m tew? tern i 1 100 tern ntertemtet 
mm # mm nmft $ mfte> nrm 3 ff xftrM 7 ? 100 dnmurmeft 


70 tern nte tet mn ??tem ^ft t 1 ^fte nmff 2008 te 34 tez 
mjmn w*kf$ftt # ywyiffft te ten? tetf mm mms mn n£f % 
70 feid 7 Jftef Udl tet 57¥rf ^ HH<4> Wd! mT $ / 


TrT^ gm mtem w ¥ qrffwtftw mm mm $ mm tit nf ^mn <f> 

3m 77 ¥7 3 teOdVf fnWTTFf % ?W??7?fr & ten? 100 teld? 

nte? wer, 3fte frm-tmf te ten? 20 feid? nte tem 3?te 

<&*£???$>ten? 8 temmnte wzr tet mm mm v? tern? tern i / 


zm te fen? 4 fern?nte wmz temffte? # / 2,55,091 tef 

mffcfi mm ¥7 tew? mtef §? 3 jfc 4 fern? nte te mm &t 

rnn fftedgv&m wm? 10, 20,364 tern? ytermf nftnfm wteft i 
mteN mm? te tef? ^ mm te 3njwm id tem m tew? tern 
nrni r 

ffm efdlei <$ 37^mnf 3> fen? nnfmtff ?elfch?4>e) eldef eflfifc0 fh’di 

te ?mnii ?m te mm te ten?4000 wi ytedte w wrtenteiyffccr 
m?ft i / mf cm $§v$?fh w&f $ ?m?mtft <3 rnnf-mnj mr ms? 
i, ate m mnm mmf 3ft? 3m veft? mvf tet 3mm tent te 4000 
tei ntemi te $ rffftnr nif 1 1 tewteb met worn mri, muff 

3lHe1i m 3Fpm cFJpf ffi fen? eftn m dd-i/d 'JcVId) 3ftv 3m? ctcfl’l 

mnf 4? nrnte 5777 10 % 'ffffr ¥7 term? temr w $ 1 temter 4 
mmrft & w 4> vzf if 3mnr w& eft mnmem % f fafimr 
mm? fn mrof yfelted dmdyd mm: 6000 m 3 ?} 7 12.500 m w 
tern? mtet§v3tfc 16.80 nm & wiyteted (24 x 70 %) mt tern?- 
tenm (WH7) ft mteef mnf jv wtenm? mrnrnm mm: 35714 
m nfc vdi 3?te 744.05 m nfc? n?dj v Rnteid wkft i 1 c# vn 
mmm dmtef & ten? 11 , 25,202 m? 3 ft 7 srm ntete mtef te ten? 

16,46,231 m tet mtemur te ten? ^e? mften mf- w 5363 
3m? %, tet item emm te ten? tern ¥7 tern?tern mr t / 
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(iv) fe 7 ^ gwr sjfc ft ?$>wcum 

mff wr&sf l 

w ffecfovr my wfcttf im yft sfo qy ^ 

grw r w. 40/- yfo fay? fa §mr ft 35.21 %fo 
fay?emm&?<f§?Wf-mm$>3TjHim fa yifafay fayi mfi 
# / 

3Rft RftgTT 3RftR ft jfrjgf gRT R gg 

e^ftftc (3|cj4|q) % IcR ^Md 4 fel CY ]?fft cl^eft ft I Relcjft 

WR) RREft eft wfm fftRT RRT ftl R, RTftcftM ft 8 

fft>dY<R jfcT RT ftft fap{ ffafal eft ^R % TIM 4 fcRY gtcf eft 
ftR^iRfttFftft i rjfft? ftftnft wr ft cfjcR ?rft? ftr^d pr % Rftm 
R ft fcjxiK fw T RTT ft, ftR-^Hd TR: 3r1fttF) ftft 3tR. 4 fcTC? ftft 
ftft^R^fftcTRRT -RftRFftftWl I . 


ef? cFR "cHYicf % (dR vjH0'<I u f 3f|cj^i|c|)<Tf % TTR ft 3RR; T 4?je?E RTRft 
2008 eft ftH ftp? ftd R M Rft pR, Rs'ft? OTTRcft Tfeft ftR, fm 
3^R ft?R ftmft ftft WIRE RRYT effl ^TcRTPT RTft ft I 

R FWT°fi eft RTR efFM % Rft ft FTR3 eft pR % RTeH % ftp? 

tc^I-WR WJR> WRft % RTcR % fcTR ftR oTTR ^ft 
/ ttEjFTT cRcf ft1 

ftftft % Rift ft, rtfi ft wire Rft ft^ft % rrt Rfr 

pR! Rft ft^ft RRTfcRT eft I RTfcE ftftft ft eft M -eft ftRft eft ftftRT Fft 

eft ftt, \3Tfft fftsp ~dlR RT 31 ^[HM Tft d 4 11TT, RtH ft Ffftr hY^I l$d 

ftRt % W ft> ^H-EIFRT 3T^RH elYTRT ft I T 

ftrrrf cE fftYEiJ 19 2010 % 3 Rft^i ft Rft ft IftRT ft, ftftft ft 

BlftR ftlsilk'd ft^ft 3?R TTFIRcE '3 ic fcf77 tf ft ft? fdR ftR" RslHcl cf5T 3id 4 l ft 3RRR 
RIFF ft I mftT ftTRT^d ftRt RTftcT ft^TR y$7cH 'TRRTT'f ft? ^ ft^ ft^ IcTR 4 
SrfcT ft^ RFR5 T? fftRR eR Mft Rft mPR eft 
MRcjfftd fcRT T ETT ft I ^fft? IftRE 19 Wft 2010 % 3Tlft?T ft RFl^d 
ft?ft] ft? yx}id"l ft? fcR fttR-dMId RR ■fftsfR’ *lftl fftRI RT ^u, fftRE 

19 RRff 2010 ft) 3Rft?I ft fftR^ ^R-miR %,3RRR eft TfftteT eft 







[HFTIII—*sPJ5 4] 
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(v) HBct w hht %, 70% ^q#Rn hr hh> Hwrft m ht$h> hi4- 

Wf 6132 yf^#RT FtcTT I I 70 foTHR yftMd ^ |?H HHHH ^ WIT 
otct^4R fcrtH 19 HFictft 2010 ^ stthr? 3 fcrarftcT rt .35.21 yfofcieR eft 
^ WT g?, HI t?W^ Hr! ^ ^TFRT Ro. 302.27 cTM (70 fclHH X 
6132 X 35.21) ^fcf M 3TTcfY t I ^fcf? ^HH-ci™ gTH! H^HRt ^ 

H?HHH RtRHHtat, fHH H>t eTFIHRT . 302.27 cTTH! fcw 19 ^Tcifr2010^ 
3TT^I 4 »] 3Wf ^ ^ 3T^#RT RR. 4228.62 oTRH ^ RFRTH % 
foTR Mlf^eT RMRH 3JIOT4>cH ^ nfe HTTcTI I I ^ M, H^HR H^RHT % 
feTR HTRltte RTWT 3TTHRHHT RR. 4530.89 eTTHH Ft ^TRft t I y*RcH Hftfcfft 

cf?r hi.rt.3?i. # cpte ffe, few 19 vjhh$ 2010 $> 3 jt&i if? Him hi 

3T^Rjjxm y^d HR 3 7.148 % c£t HHgRTH cffel ^ HHT t i fjHft 
tofcl 3, Wt H^Rl H?RcH HR? 3 7.148 % Hit ^er cA R^TTcfr t I 

RRlH^T with HftfW ^ RHH H W ftnMt *t W f I 


(iv) 


%RTHT HHTR 


(H) f^TRTtft HtHt 3ltR H^tH HtRlf % fcTR h 4 fcRRPTT, fcHTH 19 ^Hctft 
2010 ^ HTT^T R HHTRt Rd . 0.68 3flR RH. 0.41 yrfcl ^3TTR^t HfcTHHT «fl 
I y^lfcld W HftfHRT HR HHrf H^f IcW H?I WIT f^HsTfif ^t I i 

net fcRiH h?t wn A, w 3iwrt % rtt^ -q$ *i wit HfMcR hhhrth hr 
HR *tt 'RTTfteT fcJTHT uP I I ^ dfifael 3 H^TR-WRR H?T tfl ^Hi / 
HftcfWTT H?l I R5‘. 3460.49 oTTRsF 3TgJ#TH HT.RT.3TT. «?4 3Tftfa HRR 
% fcRH ctm HH OTTHT 3f[R 3FH wff 9HRRFT HRt % RTT^f 

cj^RTRl y^RH HR ^1 ¥H1 ^ RtNcIH e?| I H^HRf % feTH HHt ^ 
RMlRd WRH HR, f^TTH 19 2010 % 3H^T 3 9085 HH 5?f | 


(Ry) HW H3| ^ fcfH 5THHT ^ WIT fcW 19 2010 ^ 3TT^I ^ 

f^lftcT HI^HR yWd HR 500 ^^yf^RlH H^I^HR^HltlHRTt^RRH# 
^fcl sfH Htclf^I <$\ OTT'BHyH 6500 HR i ^ H^HR # Ht 

HWR^t H?I cTHf^I HlHRI H?f M %, t^RIR WIT 3 9085 Hfi c^r 
HHTTH 13000 HT yftftd 3H3H5H HR fcTHTR fcHHI HRT HT%H ^ I HRlf^H 
Hsf fcJ^RTH H^THT RH%?H H?f HTI^ H^t 3TTHRHW t f HH^RTR Rn . 

3460.49 W® RIuRH 3TTnmRH Hit HRHRIR RR# fH %RTH H?f ^H: 
HHHT H?T t I fWlT HR Htcfl % tcTH ^T. 0.68 HfcT ^TTR^I 

HfcTETHT #R RT^TH Htcfl % fePR RR . 0.41 H^f ^t3TTR^t H^fHT cA 3T^RJpIRT 
HR c£f R[eFTT ^ Rl^MTl4) HtH % feTR RR. 0.82 HfcT Hfl^TTR^I hMht 
RT^ fH HtHt % tefR HI ■ 0.49 yfr ^t3HR^t 5% ^HT Hi^#IRT ?Rft I' I .RMto 
W Hftffe % RR H 3 RtcHT fcTHR 0 ?! H HhMh f I 


6. Hf^TTH RHRR H HHR HH HTRHft Ht ^!R RTHH toTR fcTH^ % 3TTHTR HR, f^HTH 

19 WTcpfr 2010 % 3H^ % HIRHH R^ 5HH HR]W ^ RH^ 1.3, 1.4 (H) 1.5 

(H) % 3THPfa HHRT RHrM H?t RTHH PlHfelRskl 3HTH-3IeIH R7T#IHt H^t Hfl^t t :- 


ie.9i ^ <0/e-3 
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3TR TT. 


1.4 

(cf?) 




20’^3lte 

40’ ^ 


40' ^ c# 

mi 

cilet 


3700.36 i 1110.10 j 1665.15 j 2220.20 


Iit ] /I^hT 

*T. 






I 


129.00 

77.40 

61.93 


87.16 


TPft SROR, 34^?41 
[f^im 1II/4/143/10-3RTT.] 


faf*M wit % aicpfa thr ^ f^sr^ ^Tefr 'Trertfer teoft 


wff 


yewi <7 I yefttw 

3%^ 


■4)'PllTiTH I cPTOt^lH^j I 7RW 3HM« ^gfeld | 

^4 I f 11 


efe 3?F7 57TTcl 357.14 


IBM 


58.74 139 , 338 , 329.00 


4) 

4) 

1012682 

112520 

1481608 

164623 

2494290 

277143 





































cT^ Wff 








1012682x+112520*(0.6x) = 


1012682x+67512x = 


1080194X- 


1 oil8 tr? 'jrs it; 


1125202 


1012682 rxft 


112520 


139,338,329,00 



2 Sf 5 *? 


gTelwft 1646231 






1,481,608.00 


164,623.00 


97,873,671.00 


wif ^ faxj 


cfjpft % fcTX? 


148l608x+164623x *(0.6 x) 97,873,671.00 


3. iU-^Rf 

HgRxtd fexj <He1 0cTdxl 

255091 ct^ 

dC?1d 

25509^ 

R<?Tt , r>c!'t+5 

229582 



139,338,329.00 1481608x+98774x ■ 


1580382X 


97,873,671.00 


97,873,671.00 


61.93 




ytHdd 1eH\ 'iM+y 3fF1?^ c f»di 




<Vcl<?R XJkT^rI % fcH? 


229582X <- 25509(0.6x)= 


229582X+15306.4X 


244887.4X 





453089000 


453089000 


453089000 
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‘ (q>) t^tilMld 0.83 

(*sT) 0.50 





_ , 



jp. if. 







i 

3ETMTd 


.46% 

22% 

32% 

11 ~ H£1 

ii 


mmrnmam 


6000 


27585 



£UJmfl 

3 

25000 

■ 21 









v 

1.1 

wm 

3316183 

1125202 

1646231 

6087616 

--:- 

VI 

f&Hll TRsMI ( v/ii} 

TWT 

255 

188 

132 1 



^ -ERt W (24 X (vi) 


6120 

4512 

3168 

- 

viii 

tfc (vii x iii) 

_Mfdl dH 'fR&MJ 

214200000 

112800000 

110880000 

437380000 

ix 


ddf - W- 



' 

3460.49 

X 

TOflfea 1$ feM 





(a) 


HfcT gfcf ddl MT vJ^tp 



0.82 

(b) 





0.49 

cPFlf: 

ftMMFpTTC OTMfMMxn tp 4 


. i. 

90% Midi cP ftN + 10% 

dcTl4 Midi 4> fcP7 TEjRtf 3fia<<iqjdl 
pH.) 

3460.49 


ii. 

Micft cp nt 

( 437880000’ 90%) 

394092000 

iii. 

ddtd Midi $ \ft3?fv£t 
( 437880000 * 10%) 

43788000 

iv. 

^Td \fl3TR£l dci 

437830000 

v ' 

394092000x + 43788000X 0.6 

3460.49 


/ 

vi. 

394092000X + 26272800x 

3460.49 


vii 

420364800x 

3460.49 

viii. 

X (Icjt?FTl41) pd.) 

0.82 


ix 

0.6 * 0.67 (d€td) C^'..) 

0.49 

' 


* 16 M$ yft tSl ’24 tifc 1.3* 2Vd<fM#13 dMgfa €1^=13000 dM 


tariff authority for major ports 

NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 26th April, 2010 


No. TAMP/43/2009-PPT. —In exercise of the powers conferred by Sections 48, 49 and 
50 of the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports 
hereby disposes of the application received from the Paradip Port Trust for review of the Order 
dated 19th January, 2010 fixing upfront tariff for multipurpose berth to handle clean cargo including 
containers as in the Order appended hereto. 
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Tariff Authority for Major Ports 



Case No. TAMP/43/2009-PPT 


The Paradip Port Trust 

s ORDER 

...Applicant 


(Passed on this the 31 st day of March, 2010) 


This case relates to an application dated 10 March 2010 received from the 
Paradip Port Trust (PPT) for review of the upfront tariff fixed for multipurpose berth to handle 
containers and clean cargo vide Order dated 19 January 2010. 

2. This Authority had passed an Order on 19 January 2010 disposing of the proposal 

received from the Paradip Port Trust (PPT) for setting upfront tariff for multipurpose berth to handle 
clean cargo including containers. This Order was notified in the Gazette of India on 16 February 
20.10 under Gazette No.51. 

3.1. With reference to the said tariff Order dated 19 January 2010, the PPT vide its 

letter dated 10 March 2010 has filed an application for review of the upfront tariff on the following 
points: 


(i) . The handling rate for iron and steel products and other cargo to be retained at 

4,000 tonnes per day and 10,000 tonnes per day respectively. 

(ii) . The 10% increase considered while determining the capacity to handle iron and 

steel products and other cargo is not reasonable. 

(iii) . Limiting the fuel consumption to 4 litres per TEU to handle containers is not 

reasonable. 


3.2. Based on the above submissions, the PPT has stated that increase in optimal 

capacity and reduction of operating cost has impacted the cargo handling rates. According to 
PPT, the viability of the project under this tariff scheme is undermined and is detrimental to the 
interest of the PPT. The PPT has further submitted that the short-listed bidders for the project 
have also expressed their concern on the matter. 


3.3. In the above backdrop, the PPT has requested to review the case and revise the 

notified tariff. 

4. The points made by the PPT in its review application, the extract of the relevant 

paragraphs of the Order dated 19 January 2010 and analysis thereupon are discussed as under: 

(i). Handling rate for iron and steel products and other clean cargo: 


(a). Upfront tariff Order of January 2010 [Paragraph No. 11(iv)} 

“(iv) (a). .The output norm of 10,000 tonnes per day prescribed in the tariff 

guidelines of February 2008 is for handling food grains and 
fertilisers by deploying 3 numbers of 20 T electric level buffing 
cranes. The consortium of VOTL and EBTL has observed that _ 
categorisation of aluminum ingots and pig iron under'bulk cargo 
may not be correct In a related query in this regard posed to 
PPT, the port has clarified that the proposed multipurpose berth 
would be able to handle 10,000 tonnes of aluminium ingots and 
pig iron per day. 

(b). The output norm of 10,000 tonnes per day > and 4000 tonnes per 
day for iron and steel products is with reference to the operation 
of 3 numbers level luffing wharf cranes of 20 tonnes capacity 
each. Since the PPT has envisaged that the general cargo 

I (»St c, C)\v - Lf 
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handling facility would operate with one HMC of 100 tonnes 
capacity, the normative handling rate prescribed in the guidelines 
of 2008 needs to be updated. Incidentally, in the proceedings 
concluded recently relating to fixation of ceiling rate for operation 
of HMC of 100 tonne capacity at PPT, it was reported by the Port 
■that one of the three HMCs operating at the sapie port, which is 
reportedly 100 tonne capacity has performed in the range of 
. 11319 tonnes to 12451 tonnes per day. 

With reference to the handling rates for bulk cargo and iron and 
steel cargo, this Authority deliberated the issue of productivity 
norm for HMCs in the earlier proceedings relating to the PPT cited 
above. Keeping in view the higher handling capacity of HMC as 
compared to the aggregate capacity of wharf cranes and in the 
absence of any norms prescribed in the guidelines, it was decided 
to reckon with 25% increase over the handling rate of 10,000 
tonnes per day. Since the HMC may handle iron and steel 
products without grabs, it was decided to reckon with 50% 
increase over the handling rate prescribed for iron and steel 
cargo. Based on the earlier decision, the handling rate of 12500 
tonnes per day for bulk cargo and 6000 tonnes per date for iron 
and steel products is applied in this case also." 

(b) . Points made by PPT in its review application: 

The handling rate of iron and steel products has been taken as 6,000 
tonnes per day and for other clean cargo it has been taken as 12,500.per 
day instead of 4,000 tonnes and 10,000 tonnes per day respectively as 
proposed by PPT. 

The handling rate of 4000 tonnes and 10,000 tonnes per day for the cargo 
described above is provided in the TAMP guidelines using 3 nos. of 20 
tonne level luffing cranes. The same rate was also taken while using 2 
nos. of 60 tonne HMC in earlier TAMP Orders, in our case 1 no. 100 
tonne HMC has been proposed for handling miscellaneous clean cargo. 
Considering the wide variety of cargo to be handled in the multipurpose 
berth, the rate of handling may be retained as 4000 tonnes and 10000 
tonnes per day for steel products and other clean cargo respectively. The 
comparison with 100 tonne HMC handling bulk cargo like iron ore and 
coal in Paradip vis-a-vis handing clean cargo-including bagged cargo is 
not reasonable considering the different nature of cargo. 

(c) . Analysis: 

(i). The PPT appears to have referred to a tariff order passed by this Authority 
in February 2009 for upfront tariff setting for multipurpose cargo berth at 
Visakhapatnam Port Trust (VPT). In the said case,-handling rates of 4000 
tonnes and 10000 tonnes for Steel and coke, respectively, were 
considered for deployment of 60T MHC, whereas the cranes to be 
deployed at PPT are of 100 tonne capacity. 

The upfront tariff case in reference pertaining to the PPT was decided 
much later, as later as in January 2010. Apart from this, in the 
intervening period, this Authority dealt with another tariff application filed 
by the PPT, for fixation of common ceiling tariff for 100 tonne HMC which 
was disposed of by this Authority vide Order dated 30 December 2009. In 
that order, the normative handling capacity of the 100 tonne HMC came to 
be considered at a level of 6,000 tonnes and 12,500 tonnes annually for 
handling of Iron & Steel products and other bulk cargo for the reasons 
recorded therein. 
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If the contention of PPT is acceded to i.e., to consider the handling levels 
at par with that of the levels considered for the upfront tariff case of VPT, it 
may turnout to be unreasonable since the prospective bidder of the PPP 
project will be expected to function at a lesser productivity level as 
compared to the existing HMC operators. 

Prime facie, no error is apparent on the face of the Order in determining 
handling rates which warrants a review of the decision already taken. 
Therefore, the point made by the PPT is rejected. 


\ 


(ii). 


Capacity to handle iron and steel products and other cargo: 

(a). N Upfront tariff Order of January 2010 (Paragraph No. 11 Ml 


"(v). (a). The terminal is envisaged to. handle containers afongwith other 

cargo. The PPT has stated that two HMCs will handle containers 
and one HMC is intended for handling other cargo. The PPT has 
proposed to deploy all the 3 MHCs with a uniform capacity of 100 
T. It is a common knowledge that a 100 T crane is not generally 
required for container operations, given the load factor of even a 
40' container. It is relevant here to mention that the mobile cranes 
have flexibility, unlike quay cranes, having scope for handling 
containers and other cargos. The spare capacity of mobile 
cranes, which are earmarked to handle containers, can be utilised 
to handle other cargo. Significantly, the PPT has declared in the 
joint hearing that the facility is mainly envisaged to handle clean 
cargo. In view of the flexibility in operation and in order to 
promote standardisation, this Authority is inclined to consider 
deployment of 3 nos of 100 T mobile harbour cranes in this 
excercisef But, the higher level of capacity available in the 

handling equipment, which is expected to be channelised towards 
handiing general cargo, should be reflected in the optimal 
capacity calculation of the general cargo handling facility. Since 
the two cranes earmarked for container operations could be at 
times diverted to handle general cargo, the optimal capacity 
otherwise determined as per the standard formula, can be 
increased atleast by 10%. 

(b). Considering the share of iron and steel and other clean cargo at 
21.70% and 31.70% in the overall cargo mix estimated by the 
PPT, the share of iron and steel and other clean cargo in the 
earmarked berth works out to 40.60% and 59.40% respectively. 

' In that case, the cargo handling capacity works out to 25,19,485 
tonnes [0.7(6000 x ■ 40.60% + 12500 x 59.40%) x 365]. After 
allowing an increase of 10% for the reasons given above, the total 
capacity for iron and steel products and other cargo put together 
works out to 27,71,433 tonnes. The share of iron and steel 
products will be 11,25,202 tonnes and other clean cargo will be 
16,46,231 tonnes." 


(b). Points made bv PPT in its review application: 


The optimal capacity determined for clean cargo has been further 
increased by 10% with the assumption that the cranes earmarked for 
container operation could be at times diverted to handle other clean 
cargo. This assumption Is not reasonable since the optimal capacity of 
the container component has been done with two cranes leaving no scope 
for duplication its use to handle other clean cargo. 
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(c). Analysis: 

(i) . The PPT has no dispute over the optimum capacity determined for the 

berth earmarked for handling containers. The argument of PPT. is that the 
optimal capacity of the container berth has been calculated with reference 
to two HMCs leaving no scope for engaging them at the cargo berth. 

(ii) . The working time per annum for t HMC at the container berth at 70% 

utilization factor works out to 6132 hours (0.7X24X365 = 6132). The 
working time of a HMC at the cargo berth comes to 5363 hours per 
annum for the aggregate capacity of 27.71 lakh tonnes, (as recorded in 
paragraph No. 11 (ix) (b) (iii) of the Order dated 19 January 2010) which 
includes an increase of 10%. The annual working of the HMC at cargo 
berth, if considered in terms of utilization factor, works out to around 60% 
though the norms expect 70% utilisation. That being so, a square 10% 
cushion in terms of working hours is available at the cargo berth. As 

' such the contention of the PPT that no leeway by way of spare capacity is 
available to the operator does not appear to have any force. 

(iii) . Though not pointed out by the PPT, an error is observed in the Order 

dated 19 January 2010 with reference to apportionment of Annual 
Revenue Requirement to the Iron & Steel products and other Clean 
Cargo. In the Order dated 19 January 2010, the revenue requirement was 
apportioned to Iron & Steel products and other clean cargo in the ratio of 
their respective share in the total cargo (40.60 : 59.40). 

it has been recorded in paragraph No. 11 (ix) (b) (iii) of the Order dated 19 - 
January 2010, (which is reproduced subsequently under para (iii) (a) of 
this Order}, that the productivity of Iron & Steel products is 357.14 tonnes 
per hour whereas the same was 744.05 tonnes in respect of other clean 
cargo. The figures clearly put forth the fact that a unit load of iron & 
Steel products engage the resources more compared to that of clean 
cargo. That being so, it is logical to reckon the productivity factor of the 
• • respective cargo group while apportioning the annual revenue 
requirement to individual cargo group. 

Maintaining the Annual Revenue Requirement (ARR) of Rs. 2372.12 
lakhs estimated in the Order dated 19 January 2010 unaltered and 
apportioning the ARR between Iron & Steel products and other clean 
cargo based on the productivity levels of the respective cargo group, the 
rate for foreign cargo and coastal cargo in respect of Iron & Steel products 
works out to Rs. 129.00 per tonne and Rs. 77.40 per tonne, respectively. 
With regard to other Clean Cargo, the rates will be Rs. 61.93 per tonne 
and Rs. 37.16 tonne, respectively for foreign cargo and coastal cargo. 

“ The statement detailing the revised calculations is attached as Annex. 

(tit). Fuel consumption for equipment to handle containers 

(a). Upfront tariff Order of January 2010 (Paragraph No. IlfixKb) (I. ii & iii)) 

“(i). For estimation of fuel cost for operation of HMCs, the PPT has 
considered 100 litres per hour reportedly based on its experience 
\ in operation of such cranes. The consumption of 100 litres per 
hour appears to be on the higher side since recently, in the case 
relating to fixation of tariff for use of 100 tonnes HMC at PPT, the 
port reported consumption of. fuel at 70 litres per hour. 
Consumption of fuel at 70 litres per hour is taken into account 
since no separate norms for fuel consumption for HMC is 
prescribed in the upfront tariff guidelines of February 2008. 
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(ii). The PPT has considered fuel consumption of 100 litres per hour 
for HMCs, 20 litres per hour for RTGs and Reach Stackers and 8 
litres per hour for Tractor Traitor for handling containers reportedly 
based on information collected by the port from the Tuticorin Port 
Trust. A norm of 4 litres per TEU has been prescribed for fuel 
consumption in the guidelines for fixation of upfront tariff for the 
container terminal. Considering the annual capacity of 2,55,091 
TEUs and taking into account the norm of 4 litres per TEU, the 
fuel consumption works out to 10,20,364 litres per annum which is 
considered for estimation of fuel cost for handling container. ” 

(in). The guidelines prescribe a norm of 4000 hours of working of 
Electrical Level Luffing cranes in a year for estimation of fuel cost. 
As far as the capacity of working of the HMC at the multipurpose 
berth is concerned, the capacity of iron and steel .products and 
other clean cargo is not restricted with reference to 4000 hours of 
cranes. As stated earlier, the increase of 10% over the respective 
share of iron and steel products and other clean cargo has also 
been considered to estimate the cargo capacity. That being so, 
the hours of HMC working needs to be updated, Considering the 
updated per day output of 6000 tonnes and 12,500 tonnes of the 
respective cargos and taking into account 16.80 working hour 
(24X70%) per day, the productivity per hour works out to 357.14 
tonnes and 744.05 tonnes respectively. For the cargo capacity of 
11,25,202 tones for iron and steel products and 16,46,231 tonnes 
for other clean cargo, the aggregate annual working comes to 
5363 hours, which is considered for estimation of fuel cost of 
HMC. 

(iv). ' The fuel consumption to operate Fork Lift Trucks and the Pay 
Loaders to handle other cargo are found to be in line with the 
norms prescribed in the upfront tariff guidelines for multipurpose 
cargo berth. 

The estimate of fuel cost is modified updating the unit rate of fuel 
Rs. 35.21 per liter prevailing at the time of analysis of this case as 
against Rs. 40 per litre considered by PPT. 

b). Points made bv PPT in its review application: 

Fuel consumption has been taken as 4 litres per TEU for the container 
component. When quay cranes and other ancillary equipment are to be 
utilised, the consumption of 4 litres per TEU together with power 
consumption of 8 KWH per TEU has been prescribed in the guidelines. 
Since only Harbour Mobile Crane has been considered in PPT case, the 
fuel consumption would be more and limiting it to 4 litres per TEU is not 
reasonable. 

(c). Analysis: 

(i) . With reference to equipment requirement for a container terminal, the 

upfront tariff guidelines 2008 prescribe quay crane and other ancillary 
equipment like rail mounted gantry crane, rubber tyred gantry crane, 
reach stacker and tractor trailers. 

(ii) . With reference to operating cost of these equipment the norms envisage 

estimation of power cost for operation.of quay crane and fuel cost for 
operation of ancillary equipment. 

Its - 1 $ flh-f' 
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(iii) . In the case of PPT, the port proposed deployment of Harbour Mobile 

Cranes, apart from deployment of the ancillary equipment. Since 
deployment of quay cranes was not envisaged by PPT, it did not estimate 
power cost; but, the port estimated fuel cost for operation of Harbour 
Mobile cranes. 

(iv) . As already recorded in the Order dated 19 January 2010, the PPT 

estimated fuel consumption separately for Harbour Mobile Cranes and 
ancillary equipment. The fuel consumption estimate of PPT was 
moderated by considering the norm of 4 liters per TEU for the entire fleet 
of container handling equipment, including Harbour Mobile Cranes. Since 
the fuel consumption for operation of Harbour Mobile Cranes was not 
considered in the Order dated 19 January 2010, the estimate of fuel 
consumption considered in the Order dated 19 January 2010 requires 
review. 

/ 

(v) . As stated earlier, the working time per annum for 1 HMC at 70% utilization 

works out to 6132 hours. Taking into account the consumption of fuel at 
70 liters per hour and applying the unit rate of Rs. 35.21 per litre 
considered in the Order dated 19 January 2010, the cost of fuel for two 
HMCs works out to Rs. 302.27 lakhs (70 liters X 6132 hours X Rs. 35.21 
X 2). Since the fuel consumption relates to handling of containers by 
HMCs, the cost of fuel of Rs. 302.27 lakhs is added to the apportioned 
revenue requirement from handling charges of Rs. 4228.62 lakhs 
estimated in the Order dated 19 January 2010, Thus, the revised revenue 
requirement from container handling works out to Rs. 4530.89 lakhs. The 
said increase in ARR in handling activity warrants a corresponding 
increase of 7.148% in the handling rates notified vide Order dated 19 
January 2010. That being so, earlier notified handling rates are 
/ increased by 7.148%. The revised calculations are shown in the 
statement attached as Annex. 

Berth hire Charges 

(a) . The upfront berth hire for foreign-going vessels and coastal vessels was 

prescribed at Rs. 0.68 and 0.41 per GRT per hour, respectively, in the 
Order dated 19 January 2010. An error in the calculation of berth hire 
leviable at the proposed standard terminal is noticed. The calculation of 
berth hire takes into account, among other factors, handling rate of cargo 
per day. at the berth. Since container handling also is envisaged in the 
terminal, the handling rate of containers was taken into account alongwith 
handling rates of Iron & Steel products and other clean cargo to achieve 
the estimated ARR of Rs. 3460,49 lakhs. The handling rate considered 
for containers in terms of tonnage was 9085 tonnes per day in the Order 
dated 19 January 2010. 

(b) . In the capacity calculations for container berth considered in the Order 

dated 19 January 2009, the handling rate of containers is taken at 500 
TEUs per day per crane. In tonnage terms, the per day output per crane 
worked out to 6500 tonnes. Since deployment of two HMCs are 
envisaged in the container berth, the per day output of 13,000 tonnes 
should have been considered in the calculation of berth hire instead of 
9085 tonnes. Therefore, berth hire calculation needs to be reviewed. 
Accordingly, the berth hire calculation is reworked maintaining the 
revenue requirement of Rs. 3460.49 lakhs. The berth hire rate works out 
to Rs. 0.82 per GRT per hour for foreign going vessels and Rs. 0.49 per 
GRT per hour for coastal vessels as against the notified rate of Rs. 0.68 
per GRT per hour and 0.41 per GRT per hour for foreign vessels and 
coastal vessels, respectively. The revised calculations are showin in the 
statement attached as Annex. 
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6. tn the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on collective application 

of mind, the Tables given under Section 1.3, 1.4 (A) and 1.5 (A) in the upfront tariff schedule of 
PPT prescribed vide Order dated 19 January 2010 are replaced with the following respective 
Tables: 


“1.3. BERTH HIRE CHARGES; 


s. 

No. ! 

Vessels 

r Rate per GRT per hour 

Foreiqn Going Vessel(Re) 

Coastal Vessel (Re) 

1 

All vessels 

0.82 

; 0.49 


1.4. CONTAINER RELATED CHARGES 
(A). HANDLING CHARGES 

NORMAL AND REEFER CONTAINERS . 


S. 

NO. 

Particulars 

Foreign Going (In Rs) 

Coastal {in Rs 

_ 

Container 

not 

exceeding 
20’ in 
length 

Container 
exceeding 
20’ but up 
to 40’ in 
length 

Container 
exceeding 
40’ in 
length 

Container 

not 

exceeding 
20‘ in 
length 

Container 
exceeding 
20' but up 
to 40’in 
length 

Container 
exceeding 
40’ in 
length 

.(i). 

Loaded 

Container 

1850.18 

2775.27 

3700.36 

1110.10 

1665.15 

2220.20 

(«) 

Empty 

Container 

1480.14 

2220.21 

2960.28 

888.08 

1332.12 

1776.16 


1.5. MULTIPURPOSE CARGO RELATED CHARGES 
(A). HANDLING CHARGES: 


s. 

No. 

Commodity 

Unit 

Rate in 
Rupees 
(Foreign) 

Rate in 
Rupees 
(Coastal) 

1 

Iron and Steel products 

Ton 

129.00 • 

77.40 

2 

Aluminum ingots, pig iron, finished 
fertilizers, food grains, sugar 

Ton 

61.93 

37.16 


RANI JADHAV, Chairperson 
[ADVTII1/4/143/10-Exty.] 
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I. REVISED STATEMENT SHOWING THE CALCULATIONS OF HANDLING CHARGES UNDER 
DIFFERENT CARGO GROUPS ' 


Cargo Group 

Handling 
Rate Per 
Hour 

' 

Cargo to 
-be 

handled 

(tonnes) 

Cargo 

Working 

Hours 

Percentage 
of Cargo 
Working 
Hours 

Revenue 

Requirement 

Cargo to 
be handled 

Cargo to 
be 

handled 

Rate in 
Rs. 

Rate in 
Rs. 

(Iv/ili) 


(Rs.) 

(Foreign) 

In tonnes 

Coastal 

(in 

tonnes.) 

For 

foreign 
, cargo_ 

For 

coastal 

cargo 

Iron and Steel 

357.14 

1125202 

3151 

58.74 

139,338,329.00 

1012682 1 

112520 

1291 

77.40 

Other Cargo 

744.05' 

1646231 

2212 

41.26 

97,873,671.00 

1481608 

164623 

61.93 

37.16 

Total 

_ 

2771433 

5563 

100.00 

237,212,000.00 

2494290 

277143 


--- 


3.'Containers 

Containers to be handled 

25509? TEUs 

Coastal containers 

25509 TEUs 

Foreign Containers 

229502 TEUs 

Total 

255091 TEUs 

Revenue requirement for handling 

(Rs-) 

453069000 

Rate for foreiqn container (Rs.) 

X 

Rate for coastal container (Rs.) 

06X 

229582X+ 25509(0.6x)= 

453089000 

229562X-I-15305.4X 

453089000 

244887,4X 

453089000 

Rate for foreian container (Rs) 

1850.10 

Rate for coastal container (Rs.) 

1110 10 


2 Other Caroo 

Cargos to be handled 

1646231 

Foreiqn Cargo 

1,481.608.00 

Coastal Cargo 

164.623.00 

Revenue Requirement 

97.~873.671.00 

Rate for foreign Cargo 

X 

Rate for coastal cargo 

0.6X * 

97,873,671.00 

1481608x+164623x 
*(0 6x)= 

14816O8x+90774x= 

97,873.671.00 

1560382* 

97 073,671.00~ 

X- 

61.93 

0.6x= 

37.16 




1 Iron and Steel Products 

Carqos to be handled 

1125202 tonnes 

Foreian Carqo 

1012682 tonnes 

Coastal Cargo 

112520 tonnes 

Revenue Requirement 

139.338,329.00 

Rate for foreign Cargo 

* 

Rate for coastal cargo 

0.6x 

1012602x + 112520*(0 6x)= 

139,338,329.00 , 

1012682x+67512x= 

139.338.329.00 

1080194x= 

139,338.329.00 

Xt 

129 

0 6x= 

77.40 




II. REVISED STATEMENT SHOWING THE CALCULATIONS OF BERTH HIRE CHARGE 


A 

As furnished by the PPT 



' 



Sr. No 

Particulars 

Unit 

Containers 

Iron and Steel 

Other Cargo 

Total 

i 

Ratio 

% 

46.6% 

21.7% 

31.7% 

100% 

ii _ 

iii 

Handling Rate 

Tonnes per day 

9984 

4000 

10000 


Average GRT per vessel 

tonnes 

35000 

25000 

35000 


iv 

Average parcel size 

tonnes 

30000 

22000 

30000 


V 

Tonnaqe expected to be handled 

Tonnes 

2069444 

851800 

1407755 

4440868 

vi 

No of berth days 

days 

207 

243 

141 


vii 

No of berth hours (24 x (vi)} 

hours 

-4975 

5782 

3379 


... 

VIM 

Expected number of vessels 

No of vessels 

31 

27 

37 

95 

ix 

Total GRT hours 

Tonne hours 

174111915.40 

144550252S 

118251432.7 

436913601 . 

X 

Revenue Requirement 

Rs in crores 


-- 


346840000.00 

XI 

Berth hire proposed by the PPT 
(xi/x) x 

per GRT per hour 
or part thereof 



(a) 

Foreiqn Vessels 

0.83 





(b) 

Coastal Vessels 

0.50 





B 

As considered bv TAMP 


._ . 




Sr. No 

Particulars 

Unit 

Containers 

Iron and Steel 

Other Cargo 

Total 

i 

Ratio 

% 

46% 

22% 

32% 

100% 

ii 

Handling Rate 

• Tonnes per 
day 

13000 

6000 

12500 

27585 

' iii 

Average GRT 

tonnes 

35000 

25000 

35000 


iv 

Average parcel size 

tonnes 

30000 

22000 

30000 


V 

Tonnaqe expected to be handled 

Tonnes 

3316183 

1125202 

1646231 

6087616 

vi 

No of berth days i v7ii) 

days 

255 

188 

132 


vii 

No ot berth hours (24 x (vi)> 

hours 

6120 

4512 

3168 


viii 

Total GRT hours (vii x iii) 

Tonne hours 

214200000 

112800000 

110880000 

437880000 

ix 

Revenue Requirement 

Rs. in crores 




3460.49 

x 

Modified Berth hire > 





(a) 

Foreign Going vessel 

per GRT per hour 
or cart thereof 



0.82 

(b) 

Coastal vessel 

1 _ 



0.49 

j Wordings: 

With reference to 
revenue requirement 
as oer norms 


i, 

Revenue requirement for 90% foreign 
aoinq vessels x 10% coastal vessels (Rs) 

3460.49 


• 

ii. 

GRT hours of foreign going vessels 
[ 437880000- 90%) 

394092000 


• iii. 

GRT hours of coastal vessels 
( 437880000 * 10%) 

43788000 


IV 

Total GRT hours - 

437880000 


V. 

394092000X + 43788000X 0 6 

346049 


vi, 

394092000x + 26272800X = 

3460.49 


vii 

420364800X 

3460.49 

. 

viii. 

X (foreign going) (Rs ) 

0.82 


ix 

0.6 * 0.67 (coastal) (Re.) = 

0 49 

_ 


* 16 Moves perhour*24 Hours*1.3* 2HMCs' ,, 13 tonnes perTEUs =13000 Tonnes 
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